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Sn CHARLES VENTRIS FIELD, kur. 
| AS : | 


JOHN WILLIAMS WILLAUME, Es, 


ADDRESSED TO THE 


DEPUTY LIEUTENANTS 
| OF THE ; 
COUNTY or BEDFORD. 
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PrxTED BY W. RICHARD SON, Ne 403, STRAND, 
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SHORT REPLY, &. 


GENTLEMEN, 


\ A J E have lately had the honor of ad- 
/ drefling to you a Narrative, the object 

of which was, to prove by authentic 
letters, that in our endeavours to inveſtigate 
into abuſes committed in your quota of the na- 


tional defence, we met with the moſt pointed 
oppoſition, where we had a right to expect not 


only impartiality but affiſtance. No anſwer 


being given to theſe fats, we truſt that ſuch a 
ſilence will be conſidered Fs an acknowledgment 
of the truth of our caſe, and that it will 
and for ever e in your breaſts, We 


deemed 


E201 


deemed it totally inconſiſtent with the duty of 
our ſituation to remain tame ſpectators of pro- 
ceedings, which in our minds tended to bring 
diſgrace on the Regiment. We therefore ſtated 
in our memorial ſome facts of abuſes, the 
exiſtence of which we undertook to prove. 

Whether theſe, ſo exiſting, could ariſe from 
mere. negligence, . or muſt neceflarily infer a 
deeper guilt, and in whom ; and how far wider 
they might extend, was to be the ſubject of 
the propoſed enquiry ? We have never avoided 
pointing out the perſon. againſt whom the ac- 
cuſation (if in the event deemed proper) would 
probably be directed; nor did we conceal, 
that in our opinion the cauſe originated in the 
improper junction of the offices of pay-maſter 
and commanding- officer; but we thought it 
neither prudent or becoming in us, peremptorily 
to, decide, or to produce a direct accuſation 
without ſuch previous enquiry ; it is, we con- 


feeſs, to be lamented that no military inveſti- 


ation took place: are we wrong in ſuggeſting 
that in ſimilar caſes, nothing leſs uſually fatiſ- 
fies the party whoſe ſenſibility is ound" ' A 


defence indeed is now produced on paper, be- 


TR cauſe on paper facts may be partially ſtated, 


and eyidencs adduced, the fallacy of which a 


few queſtions to a Vite would expoſe; on. 


this defence we ſhall offer ſome very few re- 


marks, 


\ 


63+ 1 
marks, merely for the purpoſe of eſtabliſhing. 
this poſition, That all publications muſt be un- 
ſatisfaftory, and that the teſtimony even f 2011 ; 
neſſes muſt be fallacious, where theſe witneſſes 
are not ſubmitted to a craſs examination by per- 
ſons previouſly informed of the whole caſe. This, 
we truſt, will be a ſufficient apology for- our 
future filence; ſince not to meet the charge 
in the only way in which it can be inveſtiga- 
ted, is an acknowledgment of the: truth of 
that charge. | 


5 The al i en of ſhort payment of the recruits. 
is oppoſed by an affidavit of the  pay-ſerjeants, 
who ſwear, © That to the beſt of their know- 
„ ledge and belief every recruit in their reſpec- 
tive companies always received their ſubſiſt- 
“ ence from the day of their engagement, & c.“ 
This fact may be true at the time of making 
the affidavit; we are aware that many of them 
have been paid ſubſequently to our diſcovery, 
and conſider this circumſtance as a corroboration 
of our caſe. But whether the affidavits. be true 
or falſe, the pay-ſerjeants have not the means 
of knowledge, for the defalcation alledged took 
place before the recruits were poſted to com- 
panies, at which time the pay did not paſs 
through the hands of theſe ſerjeants. The 
3 in diſpute is, Whether 'the pay was 

not 


243314 
not withheld: as ſtated by us x? We aſſert it 
was on the cleareſt evidence of the men, who 
poured forth their grievances to us, declaring 
hes could get no redreſs nber. * q "MA 


* 


The Segeant- Ahe, whoſe afbdavit Ukewiſe 
7 8 in the defence, has more knowledge; 
but this witneſs could not be ſubmitted to a 
cloſe examination. This witneſs endeavouts 
firſt to take to himſelf the whole guilt of 'the 
falſe muſter, for the fact is admitted. A fin- 
gular conduct, which, if true, would diſcredit 
altogether his teſtimony. For this purpofe he 
ſwears, - in reſpe& to the muſter-rolls taken 
4+/ ax Danbary and other places, that he received 
no parlicular directions from any officer. 
Some particular information from ſame officts he 
muſt have received. Dates of intollment ate 
fixed to each recruit. We preſume the days 
thus ſpecified were not pure invention; aud as 
| Serjeant Furnival has ſerved 23 years in the 
regiment, he muſt know to whom to apply for 
theſe dates: To the commanding-ofhicer copies 
of the dates of ee are ; icdplragted 4, 


4 
e 1 + mY . 9) 


* * Vide Matiog 4a, ſect. 21. Ls * 0 3c i * 


45 vide 19 Geo. III. p. no. TY 525 is e atted, 
nf the clerk of the ſub · diviſion meeting 1 tra 
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and he bs anſwerable for their being truly in- 
ſerted ®. To ſuppoſe therefore that e 
Purnivel affixed theſe dates at random without 
particular direftions, or that the commanding» 
officer would ſuffer them to be inſerted ae e 
comparing them with the copy of the inroll- 
ments in his hands, is to ſuppoſe a degree of 
criminal negligence in both that would incur 
the ſevereſt penalties. It is equally ridiculous 
to mention the Captains in this view as reſpon- 
ſible for the truth of the muſters of their com- 
panies ; they are reſponſible for the truth of 
what they know (4. e. the effectiveueſs of their 
x men); but the date of the inrollment of recruits 
can be known only to the commanding-officer, 
who 1 is therefore required to enter theſe dates, 
aud he only is reſponſible for the ſame. With 
reſpect to the ſubſequent eraſures, theſe are the 
words of Serjeant Furnival's affidavit: he pro- 
feſſes to anſwer our obſervation, ** That catch- 


* Vide Mutiny Act, 22 Geo. III. ſect 83. And whereas 
the time of ſervice in the militia is limited to three years, be 
it enacted by the authority aforeſaid, that the. officer com- 
wanding each regiment or corps of militia, or fencible men, 
ſhall certify, on the back of the muſter-coll, the names of 
thoſe men who are within ſix months of the time of the ex- 
piration of their ſervice, -and alſo the number of men which 
have been inrolled ſince the laſt muſter, diſtinguiſhing the 
ballotted men from the ſubſtirates; and evety man ſo inrolled 
cle intitled 0 * his pay from the time of his by, 

et. 


B | 6 ing 
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& ing up the rolls, eraſing and ſubſtituting the 
| PRA 458 0 far as time would permit, evinces 
«& that the falſe muſter was wilful,“ in theſe 
words: © This deponent upon his oath declares, 
that the only motive he had for wiſhing to 


«eraſe or alter thg muſter-rolls, origiuated 
4% merely from a ſudden idea he had of miſtake, 
% and an anxiety of doing right.” Had he 
added, that this ſudden idea of eraſure aroſe from 
dur detection of the falſe dates after the muſter- 
rolls were compleated, when time ſo preſſed, 
that to make a fair copy was impoſſible; had 
be likewiſe informed the reader, that the true 


dates were as inſtantly inſerted without any 


new. information, and that it is evident that the 
true dates were very eaſy to pet at, and might 
as well have been originally inſerted as the falſe 
ones; then thoſe to whom this defence is ad- 


14 dreffed might judge, whether the whole was a 


mere miſtake, or whether the anxiety of doing 
Flight did not ariſe from an apprehenſion in ſome 
one officer of the conſequences of doing wrong“. 
* nr nan | 3 . 94,4 4 
a by, ; N We 


We think it neceſſary to obſerve, that ſuch extra · judicial 
oaths are futile in the higheſt degree, becauſe no penalty at- 
tends them if falſe. To ſubject a deponent to the penalties 
of perjury, the oath muſt be taken in a court of record, or 
E a magiſtrate in a cauſe judicially before him; f for 
| Which reaſon it is much to be queſtioned (ſays a learned 
4 Wer wy” far any Wen is 6 in taking a. 
5 2 10 voluntary 


as N Wa 


Os 
We apprehend,” that the | charge of falſe” 
muſters would be brought home to the perſon 
auſwerable for the truth of the ſame, as ſoon as 
the fact was eſtabliſhed, unleſs he could account 
for theſe ſuppoſed miſtakes by ſhewing how the 
errors had ariſen : but a previous knowledge of 
the true dates would be decifive againſt him: 
It ſeems to be apprehended, that the union of 
the two characters of commanding- officer and 
pay- maſter in one perſon muſt. open a door of 
ſuſpicion; Major Moore therefore relinquiſhing 
his defence in the firſt character, applies his 


Theſe oaths are not admitted in military courts; ſuch a 


w io a later trial (Vide Major Stanhope's). Court, (treating 
theſe kind of affidavits) “If they cannot be admitted as 


® 


* 


{ Ty 


whole. force to the MM of the ſecond; he 
endeavours to prove, that as pay-maſter he had 
regularly and faithfully accounted. The time 
is here eſſential, for extraordinary correctneſs 5 
Her d ſcovery affords no preſumption. of i inno- 
cence Will the reader believe the whole of 
the boaſted teſtimony on this head ariſes from 
the omiſſion f the date of the letter which he 
has printed? . , 


Moreover, this ſpecies of defence 5 
* not having regularly accounted with Go- 


vernment would be proof of a corrupt motive 


in falſify ing the muſters, which are intended to 
check thoſe accounts; both are enjoined for 
obyious reaſons, and both muſt be regularly 
made, or Government have no controul. We 
ſhall now tranſcribe the Major's reaſoning in 
this. part, of the anſwer, and ſubjoin the letters 


wo received from the agent, with their re. 


1 the non- effective accounts of the Bedfordſhire 


- ſpefiive dates, © Agreeably to the Legiſla- 
ture, the non- effective accounts, ſhould be 


«ſettled by the muſter- rolls. Whether a 
t ſtrict adherence to this legal preſcription has 
« in every inſtance been rigidly obſerved, 1 will 
not affirm; but of this I am poſitive, that 


66 militia have been fo adhulted, as to preclude, 
p L the 


3 
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66 the poſſibility of peculation. [Pra the ab: 
«, ſtracts of tlie ſeveral captains, I tranſmit the 


agent a return of the non- effectives. T1 


„ theit account is charged certain contingent 
ce expences allowed by Government for the 
e ſubſiſtence of recruits before they join com- 
% panes,” and for other incidental articles. 
The agent receiving theſe details alſo, the 
very progreſſion of the buſineſs conſtitutes 
« ſuch. a check on the pay-maſter, that were 
he even diſpoſed to act diſhonorably, it. would 
be impoſſible he ſhould eſcape detection. 
My caution as to every minutia of the non- 
effective account has been extreme: the agent 
of the regiment has rendered me ample juſtice 
in this particular; for in an anſwer he re- 
« turned to a letter received from Sir C. Field. 
% and Capt. Willaume, there is the following 
% paragraph, which he obligingly authorized 
*. me to inſert 4 N. 
3 Ert of a Latter FOR the Api to the 
5 l ieee Militia.“ rag 
e 77 are deſirous of knowing what has 
— in like manner accrued: from the non-effec- 
« tives of other companies, I muſt recom- 
mend an application to the.pay-maſter thro” 
„the medium of ns 9 for 
informa- 


\ 
* 


r 
*; —— - t 14 


& itiſormation on this — for although T 


7 1. am at this moment in full poſſeſſion of the 
means of anſwering your queſtion in tlie 


2 largeſt extent, I do not conceive that an 
« agent is juſtifiable in doing ſo, but under 


p . the directions of the commanding-offcer: 
' | Ut. and it is only owing io the pay-mafter havins 


& tranſmitted the non-effeftive accounts in a more 
44 complete and comprebenve manner. than ii 


* prattiſed by any other pay-maſter in the King 4 


% ſervice, that I am enabled to furniſh you 


with the ſpecific enn of the bon elfe. 
5 64 tives of 780 companies.” 


's «This! anguage, it muſt be ehned, is fair 
and candid, and if the accounts wete regularl 
aud progreſſionally paſſed, might exculpate the 
pay-maſter, and relieve the commanding- officer 
from the ſuſpicion of unworthy motives. Every 
perſon in the ſmalleſt degree acquainted witli 
military matters knows, that the ſtate of the 
non- effective account or diſtributions muſt be 
regularly kept between the regiment and agent 
from time to time“; and that ſuch non-effec- 
tive account is to be ſtated annually by the 


1 ek Joon * * Ie Uſe N 85 


1 „ N. 


ee ad, e NR een 
11 Vide Bectetu) at War's warrant; Febc 19th, Ae. 
ale 303 | : i without 
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without which the greateſt abuſes may be com» 
mitted. Knowing how material this citcum- 
ſtance was to our caſe, and. 105 ſuch a regulas 
intercourſe between the regiment . and agent 
would elucidate the queſtion; we wrote to the 
late Mr. Powe! our, agent, or his clerk Mr. 
Philip Deare, on the ſubject, when to our ſur- 
prize we received the following anſwer; viz. 
45 Major Moore's diſtributions, wherein he 
7 charges himſelf with the pay of men wante 
ting to complete, and takes credit for che 
4 ſubſiſtences of recruits previous to their j joins 
„% ing, are not yet received by the agent. 1 
„% m, &c. Philip Deare, 26th Aug. 1782. 

To Sir Charles _ Danbury at e eg 


9 


e "The Bedfordfoire regiment was embodied in 
the ſpring of 1778; and it is evident no. acs 
count whatever was ſent in the 26th of Auguſt; 
1782. ls it not extraordinary, that a perſons 
wwheſe attention to every minutia of the non-effecs 
5 tiue account das extreme, ſhould ſend in no-acs 
count whatever for four years and upwards? To 


bi a ſubſequent xgquilition on the ſame ſubject made 


by us, we received the following anſwer: 
« Whitehall, 2 2d of Offober, 178 2.—Gentle· 
O —ln anſwer to your letter of the 19th 
405 A requiring to know whether the non- 
« effective. account of che Bedford bir regi- 

5 ment 
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to, by. omitting the date, is quoted as © ge 


e CY 
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« ment Fils been geliweren fince inne of the 
«26th Aug, I am to acquaint you, "that it 
% bas not. 1 am, with reſpect, N &. 
66 Aur. Deare.” — 


"6 * Captains Sir C. Field and Wi lune, | ky 4 A 
I 73,66 Fin: 24+ + ond „ * 9 
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.- Surely his is Fulicient to ow that no ſuch 


22 was kept, as ſtated in the anſwer; the 


very progreſſion of which would preclude any 
poſſibility of abuſe: we do not mean to ſay, 


that the accounts were not ſent in after our 
ſecond requiſition: on the contrary, we know 
they were, with the utmoſt precipitation; ard 


conſequently” we ſoon after received the letter 
mentioned in the anſwer, the date of which 
was the '2 4th” October, 1782, and ſigned 
by Philip Deare. The extract here alluded 


neral teſtimony, that the! accounts were re- 
gularly kept, and is even accompanied with 


à particular eacomium adapted to the neceſſity 


of - the caſe ; but if the date had been inſerted, 


it would have proved to a demonſtration, that 
the accounts in fact were ſent in after and in 


conſequence of dur diſcovery *. Can ſuch diſ- 
e ſophiltry- impoſe on 7 one? 80 


* This ers when nth un a ), . 
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can any one doubt why theſe witneſſes OY 5 
nat be ſubmitted to the examination of perſons 
converſant with the ſubject? The queſtios 1 19% 
Aue animo, are the muſters of the 
falſified in ſpite of authentic documents? Ne 
anima, are the regimental accounts thus kept 
open? It is no ſatisfactory ſolution of theſe 
queſtions to produce the evaſive affidavit of a 
party 3 39"; or the letter of an agent 
wWeritten after the exhibition of the complaints, 
the very date of which, if inſerted, would 
ſhew its fallacy. The dates of the papers are 
almoſt univerſally omitted. Theſe are neceſſary 
to ſhew whether they are not ex pot facto in- 
ventions, in order to patch up, as well as 
poſſible, a very aukward buſineſs. We only 
deſire to ſtrip off this flimſy deception of the 
dates being omitted, when we venture to aflert, 
that the facts will appear to be not as repre- 
ſented in the anfwer, but Ny and 1 


as ſtated by * 
ave” tw We 4 
By the —— of letters without dates the hols 
courle of. Hiſtorical truth may be'perverted. . | BY 


1 The pariſh of Raven/den was not a contiigent pariſhz | 
nor could. this tranſaction be of the ſmalleſt eaſe to that pa- 
Tiſh. - We are ſurprized to ſee Letters ſigned by Sir G. Yonge, 
and another ſigned by the Earl of 29 a ig 8 
any date. Ne be produced 3 * 
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1 
We were always ready to ſubmit the whole 


of our caſe to any referees, and to prove 


the truth of it by a body of the moſt in- 
conteſtable evidence. A fas panting. for à pub- 
lie enquiry would have inſiſted on a court- 
martial, Why was no ſuch ſtep taken? Why: 
was the reference to the deputy — Wi 
trated? We do riot hefitate to declare, — 
we ſhall write no more on the ſubject, as it 


muſt be obvious to every one it can anſwer no 
purpoſe., It will be ſufficient” for us, if the 


candid and judicious ſhall ſee that no practicable 


_ Inveſtigation was ever intended, and that we 
have done every thing in our power (oppreſſed 
and overwhelmed as we were) to vindicate the 
ertdit of the regiment and county, whatever 


future explanations are neceſſary muſt be A 


. 8 the caps wares ves, 
Fl " 


The hier cannot to caſed over beer 


1 the unbounded ſeurrility contained in 
the anſwer. We are accuſed with having 
omitted a ſentence which bears teſtimony to 
Mr. Moore's civility, as commanding-officer. 
The reader will obſerve, that the notes men- 


; 592 tioned in the anſwer are only extracted by us 
| hy. Way of exordiym to our publication, ana. 


the paragraph was deſignedly umitted as unne- 
rp, becauſe the buſineſs iu queſtion has no- 


CY >» 1 "_ 
9 * thing 
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; thiog to do nach the ranks of the ſoldier, 
but refers to the diſcharge of a more important 
duty. The letters eſſential for the reader to 
form a judgment on our caſe are numbered, 
and are verbatim et literatim as ſent and re- 
ceived. The Poſtſcript added to a letter * ji in 
the early ſtage of the buſineſs muſt be con- 
ſidered as mere words under the circumſtance + 
of the caſe, the affair being then at the eve of 

public diſcuſſion; aſterwards indeed, and eſ- 

pecially if on enquiry it had been found that 
graundleſs inſinuations had been ſuggeſted, ſuch 
language would have come in a leſs queſtion- 
able ſhape. To addreſs the public with de- 
cency is in ſome meaſure evidegce of a good 


cauſe; we have not - hitherto departed from 
that rule, nor ſhall we now deſcend fo low as 
to follow ſuch an example. Permit us to ob- 
ſerve, that if any thing more is meant by the i 
language alluded to, than what it appears on 
its own face, mere aſſertion and the loweſt 
rihaldry, it is not by ſuch illiberal vehicles 
| 9 ne make known their ; intentions. 8 


6. CRE 
vn 26, wy ee 


5 If Major Moore has offended any. man, 3 
either perſonally or publicly, he wiſhes only to have infor- 
mation, and his informer to be a man the Major deſpiſes 
an aſſaſſin, aud in future will at 2 and de on his 


guard. 
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